﻿RSL Notes 25Dec 2022 part 2


according to currently understood physics, and up quark, when it decays, produces a down quark and a positive W particle. the latter particle decays into a positron and an electron neutrino.


it is said that down quarks decay into an up quark and a negative W particle, the latter then decays into an electron and an anti neutrino.


a down quark is about twice as massive, according to measurements made, then an up quark.


sense and up quark and a down quark each only have one SMU, it seems that the difference in Mass is caused by the configuration of PCU on the surface of those smu.


since the negative down particle is more massive than the positive up particle despite the fact that it has two surface PCU rather than one, it leads to the possible conclusion that the higher Mass of the down quark is due to the fact, or at least probable fact, that more surface PCU mask the gravity a, thus reducing the apparent Mass of the composite particle, thus the quark.


this theory seems supported to some degree by the fact that an electron has the same single SMU but has three surface PCU and has about 1/5 the mass of an up quark and about 1/10 the mass of a down quark.


if it is true as Daniel Fry stated that a stationary electron relative to a gravitational field would not be affected by it, then how is it possible that the gravity a of the SMU and an electron is masked by its surface PCU yet still has externally measurable mass?


when an up quark or a down quark is ejected from a collision of nucleons, etc., and since up and down quarks always decay into each other Plus either an electron or a positron plus it's accompanying type of neutrino, then what happens to the quark that is left after the final decay occurs since quarks are never found free in nature?


it seems likely that as the energy dissipates, and interaction with matter nearby or passing neutrinos converts and or absorbs the quark that is left.


A meson is a particle consisting of a single quark and a single anti-quark and they are never stable although they are seen in nature and fleeting Passage after being created by collisions of heavier particles at high energy.


why is it that only composite particles having three quarks and some combination of positive and negative types, are stable while particles having two types of quark are never stable and while individual quarks are even more fleeting then combinations of two quarks?


a possible clue might be that, if a perfectly balanced composite particle consisting of only two particles exists, maybe that perfect balance is easily disrupted by normal ambient conditions and thus, a more stable condition might be achieved by combining a positive and a negative particle that are not equally balanced and then having a third particle to bring the couplet into balance polarity wise without allowing ambient fluctuations of energy to perturb disability of the composite triplet particle.


a similar idea might be the reason for why a positive proton is completely stable while a free, neutral neutron is not.


the atomic weight of the fuel element used in the sport model was element 115 with an atomic weight of 271. 271 - 115 = 156 thus the fuel element 115 has 115 protons in each atom and 156 neutrons.


when a single proton is injected into an atom of the fuel element, that atom becomes element 116 with an atomic weight of 272. this means that particular atom has 116 protons and 156 neutrons.


the atom of 116 thus produced in the reactor, decays into two anti-protons through an undisclosed Decay chain, or possibly directly. it is also not stated what other particles if any might be produced or ejected during the Decay into an antimatter form.


it seems that no observation of a decay of normal matter into antimatter has occurred on Earth in the particle accelerator labs. it is possible that only these much heavier elements are able to provide the resources necessary for the natural production of antimatter particles such as in the reactor of the sport model.